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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance in view of the foregoing amendment and the following 
remarks ure respectfully requested. 

Rejection of Claims 1, 3-9 a nd 11-26 Under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

1 he * >nl.o Action r.\-vT" cUm< i V\ 1 l~2e amler >? i n C a- being 

unpatentable over Kephart et aL (U.S. Patent No. 6.026,44:?} ("Kephart el al") in view o flirt el 
al. {U.S. Patent No. 5,592 J 54) CI. in ei a!."}. Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection and 
submits thai, by a preponderance of the evidence, one of skill in the art would not have sul'iieient 
motivation or suggestion to combine Kephart et al. with Lin et. al. The basic legal principles of 
when it is appropriate to combine one reference with another are cited in. the previous Office 
Action Accordingly, Applicant incorporates the citations herein regarding the standard of proof 
and the legal analysis under which two references should appropriately be combined. 

Tin: Office Action asserts thai it would be obvious to one of skill In the art to combine 
Kenhurt ei al. with Lin et al. to provide '"a method and apparatus for prioritizing communication 
in a two- way communication system' citing Lin et al. column 1. lines 6-10. Applicant 
respectfully submits that, by a preponderance of the evidence, one of skill in the art would no! 
.have sufficient motivation or suggestion to combine Kephart et al. with Lin et al. for the basic 
reason, that these two prior references arc non-analogous to each other and furthermore, 
Applicant submits that Kephart ei al. is non-analogous to the invention recited in the claims. 

We will first address Kephart et al. This reference teaches a system, method and 
computer readable medium for saving and reusing recently required internet addresses. As is 
ta tight in the Abstract, when a client computer receives an internet address front a particular 
computer name, the computer name and the corresponding internet address axe saved in the 
client memory area. Before sending a request to a name server, the client memory is checked to 
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determine if the desired computer name and conesponding internet address are stored in the 
client memory. II so. the stored internet address is used to access the desired machine. If the 
stored comnuler name and corresponding internet address are not stored in the client memory, a 
requested compter name is sera, to the name server for conversion. The name server passes the 
internet address back to the client where it is used to access the machine and is also stored in the 
cheat memory tor future use. The client memory area may he configured such that each user has 
his or her own memory area where only that user's name and address pah's are stored. In such a 
case, the name and address pairs are stored in 'individual user memory areas rather than in a 
client memory area. It would be clear to one of skill in the art that through the viewing of the 
figures, the Abstract, as well as, the basic functionality described in Kephart et ai. that their 
invention is internet-based and relates entirely to interaction using the Internet Protocol (IP). 

In columns 1 and 2. Kephart et a!, clearly set ibrth the necessary aspects of the invention 
which is the use of snapping information returned front a name server to reduce the interaction 
with the name server by storing name/TP address pairs in client memory. One of skill in the art 
understands the basic TCPI P protocols and transport and network layer protocols are required for 
such a netw-ork. as well as the other aspects of accessing and receiving web pages using HTTP 
and HTML page and the use of URLs to access web pages. 

The reason one of skill in the art would not be motivated to combine these references is 
iiut it is lorn- n.u 1 in et eh tKus on a radio communication system. As such, one of skill m the 
art would certainly understand that there are dramatic differences in the protocols used for two- 
way radio communication between subscriber units and base stations as is shown in Figure I of 
Lin et ai. further details of this reference show a controller 112 communicating with a public 
switched telephone network 1 10. The teachings in columns 9 and 10 cited by the Examiner 
relate to the flowchart of Figure 9 in winch a call communication system receives messages that 
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are u:tended ror a oub°et <v possible portable subscriber units 122 and stores the messages in an 
output queue The processor transmits a signal which requests location information for the 
subscriber units 122 having messages in the output queue This is the "where are you'.?'' signal. 
Then in step <: >06, the processor receives anci stores in the RAM 210 acknowledgement responses 
comprising the address A24. the location information (region identifier 224) and the mobility 
index value;? A26 corresponding to responding ones of the portable subscriber units 122, 
Certainly, this information related to the location, information of a poriable unit is non-analogous 
to the use of internet addresses on the Internet wherein the location of a system is irrelevant. 

Furthermore., clearly the various protocols that may be used for a wireless mobile device 
■o communicate with the base station differ substantially as would be known by those of skill in 
the art from the use of a DNS name ser ver in the internet protocol. Thus.. Applicant respectfully 
submits thai the fundamental communication differences between the portable units and Lin el 
al. and a computer needing an IP address and communicating with a DNS name server in 
Kephart et al. arc sufficiently different, that one of skill in the art would certainly not, by a 
preponderance of the evidence, be motivated to combine these references. Simply put, while the 
Examiner has asserted that one of skill in the art would combine these in order to provide a 
, < \ od N , t ' ! on in v nu ii 1 a Mi was a na uc o i ^ \k ^ < t " u s v t 
easily identified from Kephart et al. in which they are mainly focused on easily obtaining the 
internet address lot an input URL. A. person of skill in the art would be focusing on a more- 
efficient method of q uickly getting a web surfer to a website be fore any data is downloaded from 
that website. Any communication via the Internet which may be broadly interpreted as "two- 
way" communication occurs after the completion of the invention of Kephart et al. Prioritizing 
of any such communication has not bearing on the disclosure of Kephart et al. 
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Applicant also submits thai k.ephart el aS. with its IP protocol focus is non-analogous to 
the claims. For example, claim I covers, in an initiator device having a wireless transceiver, a 
method lor discovering a name of a responding device. Because Kephart et ai. locus on 
communicating the I'F address of a computer server. Applicant submits thai it is non-analogous 
art to a method that is practiced on a wireless transceiver or 10 a wireless communications 

V;|\h a ^re<JUi U ^axras fha: kisee on <he nu \ the; s 1 1 I m a and kq !-.<«■ e* \: 
are ao: -ei ek^v^o V eaUi o;hc. ^eplurt et a 1 is n<>:van.iiui.ous b> tlx c aims. n:ori;/r. 
eor^v.j;vca-'o:i p owes v benefit a- ibe teaelvngs of kephaji ei a , ana <X *iu c>-nmR.nKouo 
protocols arc entirely different benvcen the two references, there is easily sufficient cvioence to 
\<-<Jcb In ihx: Kiiareo against <\k. eombtnatton of fin et ai. v,»th Kephart c-i ai. 

AeeoRlingh, Vppltcans respectful !> submits that uauns 1, ami 1 !-> are patentable 
and in condition tor allowance. 



CONCLUSION 

Having addressed all rejections and objections, Applicant respect! uih suhmh< that ihe 
(subject application is in condition, for allowance and a Notict i-t thai ciVjet i\ enmesh ^olkHeJ. 
..evs* > v v\ >r«\sv< * .'5 r\tvCMt- *>• as. ;Kw.ed to charge or credit the Deposit Account 



lespectfuiiy submitted. 
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